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With that, I conclude my remarks.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I
understand we have up to 10 minutes
each?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. That is correct.

(The remarks of Ms. LANDRIEU per-
taining to the introduction of S. 1458
are printed in today’s RECORD under
“Statements on Introduced Bills and
Joint Resolutions.”)

———————

FOREIGN ADOPTED CHILDREN
EQUALITY ACT

Ms. LANDRIEU. Madam President, I
wish to speak for a moment about an-
other bill Senator INHOFE and I intro-
duced earlier: the Foreign Adopted
Children Equality Act. This would
make a small but important change in
the way orphans are identified or clas-
sified when they are adopted overseas
so that they can become automatic
citizens.

I was very proud to work with Sen-
ator KENNEDY on this issue, with Sen-
ator Don Nickles from Oklahoma when
he served in the body. We worked very
hard to find a way, when families go
overseas to adopt, once that adoption
is final—we believe the active adoption
itself puts that child in automatic cus-
tody of that parent. That parent, being
an American citizen, should automati-
cally be able to transfer that citizen-
ship to that adopted child just as if you
are born in the United States to an
American citizen or you are born in the
United States, you are an automatic
American citizen; and most certainly if
you are born overseas, but if your par-
ents are citizens, you are an automatic
citizen of the United States. You don’t
need any extra paperwork done on your
behalf because we believe the act of
adoption should be treated the same
way as the act of birth. We believe this
right should be transferred to orphan
children adopted overseas.

Right now, there is a little bit of a
glitch in the law that is not allowing
this. This act would correct that.

I will finally end with one of my
most wonderful memories of my time
in the Senate, which was in Faneuil
Hall in Boston with Senator KENNEDY
and with Congressman DELAHUNT,
when we, on one special day, were able
to swear in as citizens of the United
States thousands of children who had
been waiting to become citizens, hav-
ing been adopted by American families.
That was a very proud moment of mine
and something many of us worked on.
But this bill will take that to a new
level. When families travel overseas to
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adopt, as my sister and many relatives
and friends of Members of Congress
took the opportunity to do, at the time
the adoption is official in that country,
the child becomes an automatic citizen
of the United States, which is a great
benefit.

As I grow older in my life, I realize
what an extraordinary privilege it is to
be a citizen of the United States of
America. So as our families adopt, that
citizenship will be automatically
transferred to their adopted children.

So I thank you. Again, it is the For-
eign Adopted Children Equality Act I
am speaking about this morning and
introducing for consideration of the
body the Families for Orphans Act.

Thank you, Madam President. I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I ask
unanimous consent that I be recog-
nized for 20 minutes in morning busi-
ness.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection?

Without objection, it is so ordered.

———
HEALTH CARE REFORM

Mr. CASEY. Madam President, I rise
to speak of two topics. The first is
health care.

We had a significant development
yesterday in the Health, Education,
Labor, and Pensions Committee, of
which I am a member, where we actu-
ally voted the bill out of the com-
mittee. It is the first time in many
years that a major piece of health care
legislation, other than major initia-
tives such as children’s health insur-
ance, has been voted out of the Senate
committee.

We have a long way to go. We have
the Senate Finance Committee work-
ing on this, the House is working on
this, and President Obama has made
this a major priority of his administra-
tion and I believe part of his economic
recovery short-term and especially
long-term. I commend two people for
their work: Chairman DODD, working
in place of our chairman, Senator KEN-
NEDY. Between the two of them, they
did a great job of leading this effort,
not just in the course of some 60 hours
of hearings and probably another 20 or
more hours prior to the hearings—prior
to the markup when we were offering
amendments—but many months and
weeks and, in the case of both of these
Senators, years working on health
care. I also commend the staffs, and
my staff, especially Morna Murray,
who did great work.

I say all that because it was a signifi-
cant development. We know it is just
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one chapter in a long book. We have a
long way to go. I think it is significant
that a bill is out of a committee and
moving through the Senate.

I wish to focus in particular on a cou-
ple of aspects of the bill and then move
to some reactions on the question of
health care that we get from across
Pennsylvania.

The bill itself has as its foundation
this principle: The status quo is not
only unacceptable, it is, in fact,
unsustainable. We cannot continue to
ignore the issue of health care. We
have to act on it this year—not next
year or the year after but this year,
2009—at long last tackling a problem
the American people have been debat-
ing for decades now across the country.
Now we have a President who is lead-
ing, with the opportunity to finally
make progress.

The bill does a lot. First, as part of
its foundation, it covers 97 percent of
the American people. It is critical that
we make that part of the final bill.
Secondly, in terms of the overall im-
pact of the bill, it will reduce costs, it
will preserve choices, and it will, in
fact, enhance quality. All of the issues
we have talked about for years are now
going to be part of this bill.

People have been frustrated by the
unfairness of the failure of insurance
companies to cover preexisting condi-
tions. It is right there in the bill. Pre-
existing conditions, in the bill, will no
longer be a bar to treatment and to the
curing of disease and the treatment of
individuals.

It also has as a foundation to it the
question of what to do to preserve
choice? The American people have a
right to not only keep the health care
they like, but also they should have a
choice—if they don’t like what they
have or if they have no insurance at
all, they ought to be given a choice. I
believe part of that choice isn’t just
within the framework of private insur-
ance, the insurance companies, but, in
fact, a public option, preserving not
just choice for the American people but
also enhancing competition and bring-
ing down costs. That is essential. Even
as we are concerned about the almost
50 million Americans, including 5 mil-
lion children, who don’t have coverage,
we have to make sure we are pre-
serving that choice.

So reducing costs, preserving choice,
and enhancing quality are very much a
part of the bill that does change the
status quo. At some point, people in
Washington are going to have to join
one team or the other—the status quo
team, the ‘“‘can’t do it now, satisfied
with the current system’ team, or the
side of changing the status quo, the
side of reform, the team that is work-
ing with President Obama to at long
last address the question of quality,
the question of access, and the ques-
tion of bringing down the cost of care
for our families and our businesses. So
they have to choose their team. In my
judgment, there are two teams: the
status quo team and the reform change
team with President Obama.
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